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— /RIMINAL LAW—Conviction of 
grand larceny cannot stand 
and cannot be corrected by 
sentence for petit larceny 
where there was no proof of 
the value of the goods stolen. 
RIMINAL LAW—A person can- 
not be guilty of larceny and 
jreceiving of the same _ pro- 
perty; they are separate and 
inconsistent offenses. 
-A conviction of receiving stolen 
goods cannot stand where the 
proofs are that defendant 
was, if anything, the thief and 
not the receiver. 
ested from an opinion by 
rancis, J. A. D. rendered Nov. 
1 1954. Appellate Div. State v. 
nelbrick. For appellant—Ben- 
nin I. Kantor (Edward Farry, 
and J. Franklin suttrel 
For the state—J« 
ury, Asst. Pros. 
rton, Pros.). 
Defendant was found guil 
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larged”’ under an indi 
containing six e¢ 

cing breaking and enteri 
intent to steal, certain 
ies and receiving stolen 





This appeal attacks the 
y of the convictions un 























ville ie 3rd and 6th counts 
Ce. > 3rd count charged defend- 
THE ith grand larceny, a high 
emeanor, for stealing a 
tgun, of the value of $50 
the Statute under which the 
——s | 1ent was returned, N. J.S. 
119 -2 (a) provides y per- 
who steals personal eI 
EYS guilty of a misdemeanor if th 
ON ur value of such property 
ler $50, and if the price 
° alue be $50 or over 
ry ’ is guilty of a high 
ails eanor. Defendant contend: 
Mviction of this offe: 
CITED oo because no ( of 
of the shotgun was intro- 
{0.7 The state concedes the 


ence of such proof but 
that since the jury 
f the theft, only 
‘ty is in the sentence for 
misdemeanor. It sug- 
therefore that the matter 
uld be corrected by a remar 
mposition of sentence for 
arceny. 
sixth count 
)f receiving stolen 
certain canned 
There was no indice 
‘eny of these goods 
reversal of the con- 
on this count that all 
Of in the case points to 
t that defendant 
f and not the receiver 





the 








alleged the 
goods, 
00a 


bare 





:or 


was 





Held: The difficulty the 

N.* @&2te’s position on the 3rd coun 
the error does not go to 

e alone as contem ed 





RR 


R.. EiS- (ae) oF i- 
found defendant guilty 
rged, that is, of grand 
and there was no proof 
rt such a finding. If the 
is remanded for co 





sentence, the conviction 
higher offense, though 





ing no warrant in law, re- 
2 conviction with the con- 
es that flow from such 
n, as for example under 





Oltual Criminals Act. Un- 
circumstances the pro- 


is to reverse the con- 


ed 4 











‘e is no doubt that a per- 
’ ot be guilty of larceny 
*Teceiving of the same pro- 
y. The two offenses may be 
in separate counts of 
indictment, though 
on both’ counts 
repugnant. Where the 
énses are charged, the 
is for the jury as to 
defendant is the thief 
‘he receiver and the court 














should charge the jury to specify 
Which if a verdict of guilty 
is found. Or, the matter may be 
taken care of by appropriate 
motion of defense counsel if 
there is no jury question as to 
one or the other. However, in the 
absence of such charge or re- 
quest a general verdict without 
specification would not be dis- 
turbed so long as there was evi- 
dence to support the conviction 
on one of the counts. 

Since larceny and receiving 
re separate and inconsistent 
offenses, the receiver must be 
someone other than the thief. 
All of the evidence here tended 
demonstrate that if defend- 
ant was guilty at all, it was as 
thief and not as receiver. But 
was not indicted as the thief 
there the conviction 
stand. 
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nt 


he 
ana fore 
cannot 


Pennsylvania Judge Sues 
To Force Publication 
Of | Opinion 


.precedented 
yivania Supreme Court 
Michael A. Musmarz 
filed an action in mand 


Court of Common P] 


In 


an un 





n tne eas 





uphin County, in an effort 
to rece Laurence H. Eldredge, 
official State Reporter for the 


Court, to 
dissenting 
in which 

were 


in 


Pennsylvania Supreme 
publish Musmanno’s 
Minion in the case 
newspaper photographers 
barred from a co urtroom 





Westmoreland County. 
Musmanno bev that Eld- 
redge’s refusal to publish the 
opinion is an un- 


dissenting 
] i he 
eueee. 
of 
law 


of the Ste 


Sie oc 
treatises, 
and the public 
the view of the 
the court on a 
uestion which invoives freedom 

the press, freedom of speech 
other rights guaranteed by 
bill of rights and other pro- 
visi botn the Constitu- 
tions of the, United States and 
the Commonwealth of Pennsyl 


law 
mpilers legal 
of 
at large of 


Inority of 


students 





of 
and 





sions 1n 





case origi- 
nated last February on West- 
moreland County fad Edward 
G. Bauer, on the eve of the trial 
of John Wesley Wable, who 
ted as the “phantom 
of the Pennsylvania 
barred news photogré 

taking pictures 
ity courthouse 
ction with cr 
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controversial 


the 
Ne 
ge 


was 
Lei] 
Auinr 


Turn- 


cony 


ler’’ 







pike, 
from 
in the coun 


in conne 





ali 


or j 
inal 





rim 





trial” 
Review 
fought 
of the cons 
freedom of 


1g Co m- 
iola- 






Supreme Cour heard 
argument in the case on May 
24th at Harrisburg. On June 
29th, in a per curiam opinion, 
the court dismissed the petition 
for writ of prohibition as the 


se did not present a justiciable 
controversy since the Wable trial 
had ended. It was suggested at 
time than an amicable test 
be prepared so the court 
ould decide the constitutionality 
of the Westmoreland court order. 
On July 9th, Justice Musmanno 
released his minority opinion 
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| because it became obvious that 
would | 


amicable proceeding 
initiated. 


no 
be 
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Conford Named To 
Superior Court 


The nomination of Milton B. 


Conford of Hillside as a judge 
of the Superior Court was con- 
firmed by the Senate on Mon- 


nomination was | 
the Senate by| 


day. Conford’s 
submitted to 


Governor Meyner some time ago 
but was held up by the Senate 
because of political differences 
between the legislators and the 
Governor. 

Conford has been Governor 
Meyner’s counsel and has also 
been Ist Assistant Attorney 
General. He is an_ associate 
editor of the New Jersey Law 





Journal and was, until recently, 
a member the Newark law 
firm of Stein, Stern and Con- 





ford. The new dge was admit- 
ted to the bar 1932 and be- 
came a counsellor in 1936. 
Though he eeneral prac- 
titioner he regarded as a 
specialist in municipal law and 
taxation and had been retained 
in many matters as_ spe- 
cial counsel] municipalities 


throughout the state 
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Is the Rule Against Perpetuities 


Doomed? 





| (Continued from last week) 


is a long step in the direction of 
| inalienability of property. First, 
| it seems clear, from the discus- 
/ Sion which has preceded, that if 


the lives are selected at the end 
rather than at the beginning, 


longer lives will likely be chosen. | 


The draftsman who selects 
twelve healthy babies at the 


inception of the future interest | 


for the measuring lives may find 
that they all die within six 
months. But if he could select 
the lives when the contingency 
happens, he could never fail to 
find long ones. On this matter, 
hindsight is inevitably better 
than foresight. 

Moreover, the fact that the 
future interest is not determined 
to be either good or bad until 
the contingency happens means 
that in many instances property 
would be inalienable for quite a 
long time in cases where, by the 





Supreme Court To Review Case of Discharged 
Government Worker 




















The Unite States Supreme 
Court has agreed to decide 
whether onstitutional for 
an employ fired from 
the governmer ( disloyalty 
charges chance to 
confront his accusers 

The high cour soon will 
schedule argumenis on the case 
brought by Dr P. Peters, 
senior professor of medicine at 
Yale Universit vho was dis- 
missed from United States 

ic Hes 5 ice after a 

boar ind there was 

‘reasonable t as to his 
loyalty. 

Peters ca d his case to the 
Supreme Court afte1 e United 
States Court of Appeals in 
Washington, D. C ist August 
upheld by a 2 to 1 vote a district 
court’s dismissal of Peters’ suit 
to regain his job 

The professor charged he had 
no chance t defend himself 
against “unsworn, second-hand 
statements Federal Bureau 
of Investig He said all 
testimony 1952 koard 

was favorable to him 

and that he was given no oppor- 

tunity to ci -examine wit- 

sses or refute the evidence 

supplied by the undisclosed in- 
formants. 

Peters had been employed as 
a special consultant in the health 
service, now a wrt of the De- 
partment of Health, Education 
and Welfare 

Two previ loyalty boards 
had cleared him, the doctor 
sserted, before the third board 
ruled against him Peters denied 
under oath he v a Communist 

said he had answered all 






estions about participation 





in other organizations. 

The Governmer contended 
the Supreme C should not 
accept the case because the 
Executive Order under which 
Peters was discharged has been 


thé 





superseded, “disloyalty” 





standard has replaced by 
a broader concept that Federal 





employment be 
tent with the 
tional security” 
It pointed out 
preme Court in 1951 





the 


that Su- 
upheld by a 








State Bar 
Mid-Year Meeting 
December 10 and 11 
Essex House, Newark 











decision the firing on 
grounds of a Government 


4 to 4 
loyalty 


worker who had a similar com- 
plaint. 
In addition, the Justice De- 


partment said, Peters’ status was 
“far different from that of the 


mass of Federal employes” be- 
cause he was not in the classi- 
fied civil service, but was a 


temporary or part-time employe. 

However, the Yale professor 
said “the issue is solely the use 
of star chamber methods to 
impose on employes the stigma 
of a dishonorable discharge and 
disqualification from Govern- 
ment service” 


State Bar. Association To 
Meet Dec. 10-11 


The New Jersey State Ear 
Association will hold its annual 
midwinter meeting Dec. 10 and 
11 in Hotel Essex House, Newark, 
it was announced today by 
Forster W. Freeman, Jr., of 


Several 
judzes 


2% 
iii 


Paterson, president. 
hundred lawyers and 
from all parts of the state w 
be present. 

Meetings at 2 p. m. 
Friday (12/10) with a _ section 
meeting on real property, pro- 
bate and trust law under chair- 
manship of Walter Leichter of 
Union City. Nicholas S. Schloé- 
> ef Union City, will lead 
and plan- 
a question 


will start 





dor, alec 





ission on zoning 
followed by 


a dis Cl 
ning laws, 
period. 
The 

tion, of 
of Newark is chairman, will 

its annual dinner at 6 p. m. 
Friday, followed at 8 p. m. by a 
session on federal taxation. Nor- 


Association’s Junior Sec- 
which Richard L. Amster 


hold 


man E. Schlesinger of Newark 
chairman of the Association’s 
committee on federal taxation, 


a discussion of recent 


tax laws. 


will le ad 
changes in the 


Activities Saturday morning 
(12/11) will begin at 10 a. m. 
with a session to receive and 
act on reports and resolutions. 


The program will close with the 
annual midwinter luncheon at 
1 p. m. 

C. Wallace Vail 
chairman of the 
committee on meetings, 


of Newark, 
Association’s 


is in 


charge of arrangements for the 
two-day program, assisted by 
William O. Barnes, Jr., of 
Newark; Horace G. Brown of 


Camden, Allen B. Endicott III of 
Atlantic City, and Robert L. 
Garibaldi of Union City. 


3. The “wait and see” doctrine | 


see” 


application of the common law, 
it would not be rendered in- 
alienable even for a day. This 
objection is particularly serious 
in cases involving legal titles to 
land. While of course the vast 
majority of future interests 
about which litigation arises are 
equitable interests in trusts, an 
examination of the reports shows 
that problems involving contin- 
gent legal interests in land are 
not negligible. 

It may also be pointed out 
that the proponents of the “wait 
and see” doctrine appear to be 
thinking solely in terms of 
problems involved in family 
trusts, and not from the stand- 
point of a land title attorney. I 
venture to assert that, if the 
“wait and see” doctrine were 
presented to any of the leading 
land title organizations of this 
country, its repudiation would be 
practically unanimous. 


Consider again the fact situ- 


‘ation already referred to. A de- 


vises Blackacre “to the B Church 
in fee simple; but if the land 
should ever cease to be used for 
church purposes, then to C in 
fee simple.” At common law the 
executory interest limited to C 
is void, and B Church at once 
has a fee simple absolute. Ac- 
cording to the “wait and see” 
doctrine, we would have to wait 
until the condition happens be- 
fore knowing whether the title 
of the church is good. Suppose 
after 125 years, the church 
ceases to function, and after 
diligent search, no measuring 
life can be found. Then the court 
decides that the church had a 
200d title all the time. We have 
thus tied up the title for 125 
years where it would not have 
been tied up at all at common 
law; and we have done so with- 
out carrying out the testator’s 
wishes one whit more than the 
common law. 

Not only does the “wait and 
doctrine increase inalien- 
ability by postponing a decision 
when future interests are in- 
volved; it can also postpone a 
decision when present interests 
are involved. There is a doctrine 
which has aptly been termed the 
doctrine of infectious invalidity.* 


It is to the effect that, even 
though an interest devised may 
be perfectly valid in itself, if it 
is so closely connected with a 
future interest which fails under 
the rule against perpetuities 
that the testator would have 
preferred to die intestate rather 
than to have the future interest 
alone held invalid, then the 
present as well as the future in- 
terest fails. 

Suppose a testator has an 
estate of $300,000 and has three 
principal objects of his bounty 


his children A, B and C, who are 


his only heirs. He bequeaths 
$100,000 to A. He bequeaths 
$100,000 to a trustee on trust to 


pay the income to B for life, and 
to transfer the corpus after his 
death to such of his children as 


attain the age of thirty years. 
He also, makes the same sort of 


bequest of $100,000 on trust to 
pay the income to C for his life, 
and to transfer the corpus after 
his death to such of his children 
as attain the age of thirty years. 
Under the common law rule, the 
remainder interests limited to 
B’s children and to C’s children 
would be void. It is entirely pos- 
sible, also, under the doctrine of 
infectious invalidity, a court 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 





imerican Law of Property §§2 


n 4.48 to 
(1952) 4 Property Restatement 


$402 
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With reference to the applica- Driver Responsibility Law Upheld 
tion for a counsel fee on appeal, 
there is no basis for it in N. J. Two Lose Licenses Under 1953| missioner Vance Scurlock to gy 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 








CONDEMNATION — COUNSEL | counsel fee for services dri this | 








FEES—The amount of the appeal plus costs and expenses.|S. A. 20:1-30 and the rule gen- Statute |pend the driver’s licen 
allowance for costs, expenses, pyaintiff filed a complaint |erally observed in courts of ; SSS cancel the registrations of ; 
and attorney’s fees to be made} seeing ond ertain|appellate jurisdiction with re- ee Rock (ACCN) — Con-| vehicles of George Franklin - 
seeking to condemn certain] ap} j ee ene g n 
itutionality of the Arkansas| svivester Simons. 


pect to allowances for services 
such court is that allowances 





motorists’ financial responsibility e 
act, which provides Pl suspen- | Under the Arkansas @ 
are not made exce pt in adminis- : p ae; i ; a ees which was enacted in 1953 iy 
— cases, will cases and di- *i0” 0! ee inner sien acc! | revised form in line with the y: 
2 or maintenance cases. The Gent-involved financially il'-_| form motor vehicle code, mo:; 
apt cailientsal for a counsel fee on er ee ne-ieke es ee bic ists involved in accidents cays: 
appeal is denied and since ap- held by the state Supreme court. | personal injury or property dal 





onment of condemnation pro- ‘under N. J. S. A. 48:10-1. Appel- 
gage lgnige Pat J. S. A. 20:1-' jants filed answer and counter- 
30 is in the discretion of the) jim. Trial was had resulting 
trial court and will not be in-/ in 4 judgment in favor of plain- 
terfered with on appeal unless tiff. Defendants appealed. Pend- 


} 

lt 

| 

l ¢ 

la 

to the landowners on aband- yiohts in lands of ap} a 
? 

|v 

| 

} 












it in shown the trial court | ine this appeal the condemna- ( 7 iat xt 
abused its discretion. tion commissioners awarded|pellants are the losing parties, In a 5-to-1 majority opinion | age in excess of $100 are sub 

—There is no authority for} $4044. Plaintiff appealed from;n0 costs are allowed them. written by Justice Sam Robinson, | tq syspension of driver’s licey 
allowance of a counsel fee for! this award. Thereafter plaintiff P Affirmed but without costs. the high _State court affirmed land revocation unless able - 
services on appeal from allow-| abandoned the condemnation } Se eee Pulaski County Circuit Court,| monstrate financial respor 
ance of fees made by trial court | proceedings under N. J. S. A. 20: | NEGLIGENCE—The question of Third division, which had upheld | lity through insurance or othe 
under N. J. S. A. 20:1-30. 1-30 which provides that on| negligence and notice is for the power of state revenue COM-/| wise to meet possible claims ar 

the condemning! the jury where there is evi- = a ing from the ecedent. 


Digested from an opinion by | abandonment 


} : | 2 > ic i , rerdietec « 4 < ae > 
Schettino, J. S. C. rendered Nov.! party shall pay the mpm dence the article supplied was verdicts are inconsistent, (3 it | The act requires the state ; 


in a State of disrepair and evi- was error to admit Kimble’s| ..00. commissioner, 

dence by the supplier that he testimony as his name had not days of receipt int ai aah, 
i sted i sup- bee rnished i iswer to] — is accreen 

had inspected it before sup- been furnished in the answer to port, to order the driver o: 





12, 1954. Appellate Div. Texas | “their reasonable costs, expenses 
Pipe Line v. Snelbaker. For re-| and attorney’s fees as 











spondent —James Hunter III | mined by the court”. On applica- 2 ins OF 
(Archer. Greiner, Hunter & Reed, | tion to the court, the order here ; plying it and found it in good interrogatories. ler, or both, to post security 
attys). For appellants—Howard | appealed was entered. condition. Held: (1) There was evidence | ering the amount of dam: 

G. Kulp, Jr. (Brown, Connery, Appellants submitted detailed | INDEMNITY—A secondary sup- that the spreader seat was in and Simons 

Kulp & Wille, attys). proof of the work performed by D 


nity from the primary supplier was evidence by defendant that driving their own aut 


application had} I 
for damages paid to ultimate he had inspected it and found] after being notified of th 


Defendants appeal from an, counsel. The 
order awardine them $1800 as| been made to Judge Woods who 
in every step 


| 
| plier can only secure indem- a state of disrepair and there/ were involved in accidents wig Dig 
| 














counsel $2040. The court of testimony of undisclosed wit- in favor of plaintiff. The rule] way responsible for the 


$3500 for counsel fee for services ; 
dents. They contended 





and Appeals held that ness who came after accident of indemnity requires that there 








“reasonable costs, expenses and had presided in| user because of disrepair of a to be in Sos Comestin. _11| dents and the amoun n 
attorney’s fees” on the abandon- the case. Appellant's position} the article supplied if there the premises a factual question | by other parties involved, s La 
ment of condemnation proceed-| must be that the trial court was some form of representa- was presented and properly | lock gave notice under the ac: § 
ines under N. J. S. A. 20:1-30 on abused its discretion in not tion from the primary sup- submitted to the jury. | Franklin and Simons to ; 
the ground the award is inade- | awarding the requested amounts. plier upon which the second- (2) The judgments are not} curity covering the claims. Wh 
quate. The award was, in effect, Held: N. J. S. A. 20:1-30 was ary supplier reasonably relied. jnconsistent. Vaccaro’s  third| neither complied. Scurl d 
reimbursement for all expenses interpreted in Teaneck v. Mercer, | INTERROGATORIES — Inter- party action was not based on} pended their licenses and reg.gf- 
and $1000 as a counsel fee. 124 N. J. L. 120. In that case the rogatory asking names of wit- negligence but was one of in-| trations. 3 
Appellants contend they should trial court awarded $550 though! nesses “having knowledge of demnity in the eve nt of an ad-! In appealing to Circuit 
be allowed $784.75 for expenses, the client had agreed to pay} the accident” does not bar verse judgment against Vaccaro) the two testified they were in gl..;9; 
a 
| | 

in the trial division and $350 Errors [ AU | a t equl | > ? , 

the measure of the allowance is | and made inspection. must be proof of a breach of| was invalid since suspension ¢ 

C e amc the owner has! _ ,,. Ser ; luty or breach of promise by} their licenses took place t} 

not the amount € rom Digested from an opinion by duty or breach of promi b3 | Cc S took } 


the primary supplier (Austin).| any showing of negligence 
their part. 

Rejecting this contenti 
Supreme court opinion cd 


paid or which in strict law he 

ne re u oe “ yay, but | peered, 4. t,t eee 
ee er ov. 4 et Aline Diy. 
— = ae: ea ae | Barber v. Vaccaro. For respond- 


Indemnity depends upon some 
form of representation made by 
the supplier and reasonableness 





the circumstances, is reasonable. ag é 
, |}ent—George Warren (Warren & . : = ee 

% In some cases the award of |St sn atin For appellant- in relying on the supplier’s rep- “Our legislature has 
1 re LYS). a} PALE = ° ‘ ats 

counsel fees may be lar er than | Sohn E. Huches (Shaw. fushes resentations But there was no/ th 1e conditions un der hn ts o 

latest rate could be expected from clients, | & Sieiny. atten) evidence of any misrepresenta-| privilege of operating an auta ry. 
. 7 c 7 AL oS). P : | 1 * oe ass 

per annum or it may be smaller. Plaintif J : Ki tion. The evidence merely shows | mobile may be exercised. T ; 
+5 90: . laintlil, an employe img. to. aes ee ¢ a ; 

Since N. J. S. A. 20:1-30 pro- | ae , v si sa ees cin Vaccaro asked for and was per-| appellants in the case ny 

$ t Te, Fe | 711e 9ePOoOYr . = ‘ : if 

vides that the “reasonable” costs, injuries. Vac accaro for personal mitted to take the spreader. | simply have not complied wif, in 
wies q9eeor ¢ leaca | F: . iy aoe 
njuries. Vaccaro had leased to |those conditions. The provisiod-erp 


(3) The pertinent interrogatory 
asks the plaintiff to set forth 
the names of persons “who has} 
knowledge of the alleged acci- 
} : ] 1 ich forms t basis for 
As he was seating himself on a peso aa Pascoe In a dissenting opinion * 
the names of eye-witnesses but| Paul Ward emphasized that Srp, 
omitted the name of Kimble} did not dissent on the sroum.. p 
after the| that the act was unconstitutioga,) 
}al but that the act did permf-;.,, 


expenses and attorney’s fees ‘as : : ; 
determined by the court” shall |!mgston a truck, stone spreader 
be awarded. the  legislature|@2d truck driver. Plaintiff was 
lodged discretion in the trial|'® Operate the stone spreader 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 ‘ourt and intended not to com- | Which was attached to the truck. 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality : sera : aaa 
: 5 pel payment of all costs and|<** 7 

Transactions may be handled by mail counsel fees incurred by the | the seat which was mounted on 
. = ¥ 2 it > nro lay 7 . i> ran 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage owner but only so much as the| ‘he spreader, the truck moved, 
1.1 itne seat “turne ack or “tilte 
court would deem _ reasonable. | ~*!© 5€4t turned back or “tilted | arrived shortly 
ccints ameetiont cut cuee shelter’ aee pnd wes theoen |" 
Unless appel ant can show the |) ) the ground. Vaccaro filed a accident and who was offered to | : : 
court: abused its discretion and|™.“"~ =*vee™ Vacs saws “| sive avidence his i etioy | the drivers the right to be heaz _ 
: , third party complaint against 2!Vé evidence on his inspection |} ‘ re tdictn 
thereby committed reversible | A $e pai ly complaint against of the seat } on the question of negligence an--.;.:, 
= are } stlr ~nare ling ln 7 in- <S Reeg ee nea epaiate’ >a S } . eo fo > 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn error, the Appellate Division | ee eat at with in- “Rule 4:16-2 permits inter-|they should have been allonih.” g, 
* | should not interfere. Under the|@¢™mity in that Austin had ot ories as to the identity of|to be heard. SNe 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2,.N. 3. | oipoumstances here. the awarc q | fu rnished Vaccaro with the eee ny oa cot Reece site ae 
Mitchell 2-3650 a C, ™ We lstone spreader knowing its in-| Persons having knowledge of Held: 

was reasonable and Judge Woods | 5'One Spreader Knowing Its In- 7 | te Py ith = 
dbsictiiiaities ‘ . ‘5 ds | | relevant facts. The purpose of St 
| 
| 


Philip Klein, President ende 6 I 
’ P : SR ee ded use. Saas ab, - : | 
ee ee ene ek Secenese- Plaintiff testified that afier |e THe 1 tO prectuce eaten) EFFECTIVE DRAFTING 

ee A ment an rprise » sideri o | 

{the fall he examined the seat ME"! and surprise. Considering 
the rule, its purpose, and the 


NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION jon the spreader and found there oe tte aoe ae OF N R T ee 
f : | were two bolts missing from the | CCumstances, there Wa: . ne ae 
Specializing in the Evecution of error in admitting Kimble’s FOR THE SALE OF ecific 


{bottom and one from the back: caatiaaeis Tl ; eget 
Fy ; y estimony. The rule per s in- 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds | gabe P 


1of the act in issue hers 

no provision of the constitutig@f: . 
of the state of Arkansas or @.+ + 
the United States.” ‘a 











Your account or inquiry invited 



































that the bolt heads seemed to : : é Sane 
quiry as to persons having 


|be “chewed up” and bolts had 
eee a > wledoe of r ’ facets } | _— 
60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK __ Mitchell 2-8220 ff stivvec through and that tne Knowledge of relevant facts and | — REAL PROPERTY 
SE Seat 2s supported by only one |S Very Proad. *he Getenaant 
| pees are wever was more re- 
neon t__um=ss |Dolt near the top. A fellow em-| 2°, ‘owever, was more re By 
‘es strictive and asked as to persons 


ipoeesend | ployee Freeman testified he saw oo . lege! 
plaintiff attempt to mount the @Ving “knowledge of the acci- Milton N. Lieberman 


| 
| aetna’ rinters seat, that the seat gave way, dent’ ’. By employing this hae seal 
: “, uage defendant limited his in- 








: that the bolts holding the sez , 5 stions anc 
SP EC IALISTS in all printed forms and documents | nad Nats niin sain quiry to the happening of the| By means of questions an 
° . TO ° . * au ai eit. fence o svoea : | ess = ee 7 = a 
oe for filing and registration with the One Kimble testified over ob- accide ion as eal ee concise discussions and su 
‘val . »9e £ rohe S< : : 1 . Y Prs Ss y yx < ‘ oO | - ; 
Securities and Exchange Commission jection that he examined the from person: naving knowledge | scieiad Doreen - te’ imate 
of other relevant facts. To pre-|] © 
| 
| 


seat after the accident and : : : 
ey see bring to mind points 


ry i f 7 ‘ ef = elud imble’s stimonv w white 
ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. found it was vety lome and|°e Seeees ey =e 2" 
- > nry 17 t Tt T er ar } = 7 s Fa 
prejudice plaintiff for an inter-|] may result in more fa‘ 


: = ‘sagged over” and “tipped side- 
New Jersey Division of as ~~ pretation of the interrogatory | 


ways”. : eet 
PANDICK PRESS INC | Defendant Vaccaro testifiec made in good faith and caused | PERS: ORBNRRRED. 
4 z , by the language used by defend-!]: $9.75 


y he had secured the spreader 
N. J. p 


8 . “ a 7+ } r 
from Austin and had inspected 2®t. The rule should be relaxed, 


____}|/the seat by climbing over it %§ here, where the situation is 
—— when he attached it to the ~~ by the ero of the| | GANN LAW BOOKS § 
a er - — cee a 4 -. interrogatory and there is no | 
truck but that he had not ex- : : ¥ zs {2 24M : N. J 
: ride me ides arket St., Newark, | 
amined the bolts. The truck ©Vidence of mala fides. 4 
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71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5 
TeLEPHONE MARKET 38-4994 























COUNSEL .. . for the Defense ‘driver testified he had not ex- _ Affirmed. gs | 


} 
} amined the seat but in the 







Loss of Income ® Professional Disability Plan course of attaching the spreader 
. to the truck had grabbed the TITLE N 
| Loss of Life * Life Plan (includes employees) seat and it felt firm to him. 
x Austin testified that Vaccaro INSU RANCE PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 
| Liability Lawyers Protective Insurance had borrowed the spreader on A Pioneer New Jersey Institution 
| {professional errors) prior occasions and that when prep on sith aes tine Ol 
‘ Vaccaro asked for it on this EAGLISIVELY ne ial ademas stasaendion ; 


occasion he had replied “Yes, 
any time” 


envi pies 
The jury entered a verdict for FRANKLIN 
| JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY satrsthhh ameieakt: Sammie 
i plaintiff against Vaccaro and in FRANKLIN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


favor of Austin against Vaccaro. 05 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, N. J. 


* NON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plans approved by N.J. State Bar Ass‘n 














1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY Beer 
He appeals arguing (1) there 
MARKET 3-3086 was no proof of notice of an; Wiebelar 2-3900 
————— << ee ee ne 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS |whether the state intends to| Nominations and | Lawyers Gobbledygook 


| 
‘ {prove defendant made contra- ° ° BiH Rect 
RIMINAL LAW — PARTICU- scribed for sufficiency of an in-|dictory statements before a per- | Confirmations By Hon. Ervin S. Fulop 
LARS—A bill of particulars indictment. An indictment must | son authorized by law to admin- | - EXECUTIVE Lawyers seem to feel 
a criminal case is not intended allege “the essential facts con-/ister an oath. This is in the| cui nos the That indirection is discretion, 
as a@ means of securing the/|stituting the offense charged”,|same category as the first de- foll overnor Meyner ay vet That fancy words make the best 
.: = - ¢ } 7 o a 7 
names of witnesses or the evi- | R. R. 3:4-3. That an indictment | mand. ollowing nominations to the impression. 
; ° pa a is * | 
ldence which the State will | satisfies the stated rule is no| The third and fourth seek | S°24te~— Why do they always ask 
produce but will be ordered rrier to eaunicniaie nor can! like information with respect to | JOSEPH WEINTRAUB, of New- oa wie Thain wesaiiei to 
only where because of lack|a deficiency in the indictment|any contradictory statement! °K, to be a member of the Cennnaae : 
of specifity in the indictment be cured by a bill of particulars. | made by def nt. Again, these Waterfront Commission of When all Pate mean, as we very 
jt is necessary to enable de-/A bill of particulars will be|demands do not relate to a want New York Harbor, to succeed va yee ’ ees 
fendant to prepare his defense.| ordered where further informa-|of specifity in the charge, but Edward C. Rose, resigned, of Is “did you do so?” 
‘ere wemaies> + nahia 5 ie SAIS , 4 S 7 SO: 
4 defendant may through a tion is necessary to enable de-|rather are addressed to a matter Mantoloking. ‘ 
Jill of particulars seek a state- fendant to prepare Nis defense. of proof. They not seek an'H. KERMIT GREEN, of Newark, Again they say 
> aj ment of the constituent events, The objective is to enable de-| elaboration of charge that to be a member of the North Did you “make an observation? 
Donsipjd but is not entitled to seek a ‘él adant to prepare in advance|the testimony false and Jersey District Water Supply | And this is another like “have 
r Othep| statement of the state’s evi- 2 1 to meet the state’s case.| known to be Commission, to succeed Frank occasion - 
ms angJdence, as such, proving these It is not as broad as the philoso-| The fifth h and seventh} Miller, of Newark. They mean “did you look?”- 
events. phy of discovery in civil cases |}demands ask ‘ther the state’ MRS. GERTRUDE D. BALLIN-| 10° simple for their book. 
ate rep-A Dill of particulars otherwise which permits the — lee of the | intends to produce expert testi- GER, of Salem, to be County | The moral is that plain words 
thin gq) warranted may not be refused evidence a both sides. A ae-;mony to prove y of the alle-| Clerk of Salem County, to suc- are good; : 
den: raj merely because evidence may eirigagni in a crimin age may gations of the lictment. These ceed Walter P. Ballinger, de- | By the judge and the jury they'll 
or owgg thereby be revealed or the “0. seek a Stat ——e of the demands are wise improper.| ceased. be understood. 
s qaence as sucn, nut 1ay not 2 il if narticulars is desir Te awver’c i Se 7% ~ 
Sty ecg sate has informally revealea °° !“€ rghradterraene- fe be ot - A bill of particulars is designed EXECUTIVE SESSION The lawyer’s job is to win his 
. : . . reiluse articul Ss wher war-/t Oj < se at tris "EAC] = vp. SV + 2g cp 
5 @the information or alleges it is |'°1US°@ Particulars when war- to avoid surprise at trial result ere 
a4 sithie defendant’s mnentonge, es ited because eee ing from lack of specifity in the In Executive Session in the And simple language is no dis- 
be hereby be revealed. Ordinarily | indictment ise may inhere}Senate the following nomina- grace. 
Digested from an opi n by | the state may be required to fur a a ae iectech cies eee ps ; 
_ » | the state may be required to tur-!as well in uncertainty as to the| tions were confirmed. — 
tino, J. S. C. renderec me Shy pe rR ‘catia e 2 a ee 
+05 Nat aaa _ in a Statement of tne con-|state’s proof of a charge which | MILTON B. CONFORD, of Hill- 
1954. Appellate Div. State ' v. bette. gacnout of the offense|in itself ; sist Panel : =, ‘s : . , 
a - tt Stituent events ol the oltense|/in itself is clear. It is not pre- side, to be Judge of the Su- 
‘alin@fyllivan. For the State—Franlk ei rs involved in th See ‘ : ’ 5 
q Lawton. Ist + Pr © ana the actors involved in those sently tne ft n of a bill of perior Court 2 
“ S SS Us , ~~ , : ¥ 
és events, but may not be compel-| particulars t preven ¢ : 
particular: prevent that) Rs. GERTRUDE D. BALLIN-| 


yellant—William B. ae tg fo fhe eitnessad: OmladaAenalikg | ’ 
led to identify aed witnesses or eventuality | GER, of Salem, to be County New Lawyer S 


A. Walsh and 

















































































a) Lote » reveal their expected testi- Affirmed without costs “ ; 
Vhalfompson, Jr. of counsel: Thorn | mony in n general = 7 Aime sneha: | Clerk of Salem Couty, to suc- | a 
- aiiUlly ai SO4LCiL al — _ 

d, atty.) ; : Sees : : ceed Walter P. Ballinger, de- P t t P l 
ee . | the tact thet the state fee iin ing. at Oo tee aa rotective F OLUCcYy 
a oe Ae emer! fo oe ee trucks on premises held no| wcanes 

=. ikea a eq | formally rev realed some of the bin mela r a , CHARLES G. VAN NESS, of Bel- |} This policy gives complete protec- 
; « information sought and suggests increase in or change OF non-|  videre, to be Magistrate of |] tion to all lawyers, whether they 





lse swearing | under N. and SUgses aad rere es k 14 | : 
cA we te has 8 ke ndant has knowledge of| Conforming rig it re park 12! the Municipal Court of the || are in General Practice, Title 
ed, of the same testimony r matters inquired about,| ton trucks w pods tonnase,| Town of Belvidere and the | Specialists, Title Searchers, Negli- 
eagle hich tho fizce would not defeat the applica- length of trucks, and area| Townships of White 1 || sence Attorneys, Patent Attorneys 
th respect to which the fir ere ase d w: increased and a? —_ or in any other special field of law 
a Gian aks seobtievices Wekthae | Te If defendant is entitled to use was not increasec anc no | Knowlton. an} pecie 3 
‘ment has yet been tried, 2 Dill of particular the for-} Other significant change is) }osEpH WEINTRAUB, of New- || You are insured under this policy 

ant moved to dis wise the 1 protection thereof, informal! Present. | ark, to be a member of the | against claims arising from any 

i indictment and for a bill evelation or supposed know- Digested from an opinion by| Waterfront Commission _ of |} Bégligent act, any error, or any 
dge is no basis for denial of | Clapp, J. A. D. rendered Nov. 18, | New York Harbor, to succeed || Omission occurring in the per- 
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particulars. The motion Sits pa - 
» P PENG as ibis £ ie: . ; ormance of any professional ser- 
nied and leave to appeal from **** bill of particulars. 1954. Appellate Div. Kramer v. Edward C. Rose, resigned. View vemos pa tion diene 
refusal of a bill of partic : The first demand asks whether |Montelair. For respondent Bills Passed By Both Houses 
oranted. the state contends defendant |George K. M Jr. For appel- | Senate Write today for descriptive 


indictment cont 8 | gave contradictory testimony in }lant— Robert B. Shepard, Jr 108 (Absolute veto) (16-0) pamphlet and schedule of rates 


ins | 
Lf ints. Each alleges defen lant ;c yurt ata time other than that The questi n here is whether | 218 (Absolute veto) (15-3) FRED WwW ANDRES 
fied under oath on a stated | alleged in the indictr nent. This|g non conforming right to park | 219 (Absolute veto) (15-3) . 
yin a designated trial; quotes demand seeks a revelation Of| 11, ton trucks on premises in a! 270 Sca (Absolute veto) (16-0) COMPANY 


Jab iu L + 
erpts fr the te evidence as such. It does not] residential zone wv Assembly 
rpts from the te € a : 10 | residential zone was violated by | A nbl} 1180 Raymond Boulevard 



















































cludes with a statement come within e principles dis- | the parki1 6 ton trucks. The 178 (20-0) 
specific matters with re- cussed. In addi ye oh ee Tee: Oe found no violation} 202 Aca (conditional veto) Newark 2, N.J. 
r bn ean hs ae +3 japancel the indictment : te a 9- . 
I to which the quoted - nce} a = of the my mn oar and the municipality appeals. | Pres Mitchell 2-2965 or MArket 4-1900 
is sed hat sien lant refers to N. J. S. 2A: ae ; : 421 (15-0) 
is charged to have ndant ret Lo ON. oS @**! Under the non conforming | ™ 
> false. 131-5 which provides that if a viata te 0 trucks had | =====aaeenee Sa = = 
; right as many 60 trucks had 
The application was person has m ade contradictory | can p; bia dlainelaeaia| 
R. R. 3:4-6 which statements under oath it shall | wale icine Siig 94a ‘i vee HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 
31 of particulars not be necessary to allege ' which feet in length and 715 feet in 
the court, \ in atement but shall ke!) cont. Presently there are only LOUIS KABOT 
nent or accusation is not sufficient to set both forth and|,- °, 4, ‘ Bag aye pas 
eee ocean eee oe eeeae : ; ; ows Peo OE ‘GHESE tI s on the pre- . 
iently specific to enable allege one or the other is false. | mises but with them are 9 fuel and Associates 
jefendant to prepare his The indictmen however pro- oil t ie Pig: fie ale nes a thos 
; s 1 trucks of the trailer or semi- . 
. 5 ceeds on N. J. S. 9A:131-4. 134 ee : aoa CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


eae pee pn gele +, ag | trailer type, each 6 tons, 40 feet 

ecifically charges the testimony given at lin janetc and 0 feet fio. Shel DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 

le pa the mentioned trial was-Know=| nee 

ingly felce. and that the statel-" "=" PS See 24 COMMERCE STREET 
parked an reé neltner nore I ~ T . hw , 

prove. Prior Inconsistent OO Oe ee NOTARIES PUBLIC NEWARK 2, N. J. 


a -|hazardous, more odorous nor : ie - 
testimony may be evidence of eon pe io aa. ie : anal! Master of the Superior Court MArket 2-6645 
guilt but is not a col GID eres rapes! ges ce ee and MArket 2-6646 


| trucks. The are stipu- 


Held: This rule sg} 
rates the purpose of tk 
to be “to enable 
nt to prepare his 
the basis to be tl 
1ent is not 1 






























for t rpose lement of the offense charged : 
_ for that purpose, This I ” ated. 
the same standard pre- The second demand _ asks ao ine ee f ae 
yi, Ri a Te og EP Ne ete! pan Held: The Town’s argument is 
| based on the prin iple that the 








}law does not tolerate the in- 


| 
| 
+ f 
C se ol non coniorming uses, 7 
E SERVICE (| occeces::: | CO-OPERATION WITH BAR 
| tion. However there is no in- 
| 





crease here in total tonnage or | 
|total length of trucks stored 


and or of total parking arca used. The confidential relationship between attorney 
| What the effect of such increase | and client is personal, coming from years of 


would be is not passed on. 





x ® * . ’ There is no factor here by | association. 
|which to measure an enlarge- ; : oe: 
|ment except that some of the That is why the institutional fiduciary trustee 
| (Fucks are bigger. But this does can best serve the public by working in full har- 
not extend the use under the . 
| circumstance mony and co-operation with members of the bar. 
: : | There being no increase of the 
Largest Title Plants in the State use, the next question is was| That has been the policy of the Fidelity Union 





| 

} 
| | there a change in the kind of| eects s . 
| COMPLETE, COOPERATIVE | use. As far as this court can see, | She Comey: Shen Sey Se ee 
NE : : | the change is insignificant. individuals planning to name this institution in a 
STATEWIDE SERVICE | The trial court’s conclusions | 
- are affirmed but paragraphs 2| 
and 3 of the judgment are too| 
broad; they should be limi ted | 
EW JERSEY REALTY TITLE | 88 se or sie cate. 2 spe 
ft cial form f1 date may be 

Hitt ] 


4) ‘Insurance Company =) FIDELITY Union TRUST 


NEWARK “The lazier a man is, the more COMPANY 


he intends to do tcmorrow.’— ene , 
ates oe Elmer G. Letermar ; NEWARK 
TRENTON « HACKENSACK “A good secre laughs at BELLEVILLE e EAST ORANGE e IRVINGTON 


Y NEW BRUNSWICK her boss’ jokes—not because Aet Jersey 
). they are clever, but because SHE 7 
Title Sewtce Exchusively is,” MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 


a H. C. Diefenbach 


fiduciary capacity that the individual's own coun- 





sel will continue to be employed whenever the 


services of an attorney are required. 
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Migratory and Divisible Divorce 


review of the recent 


as well 


careful 
isions 


inf 
the 


requently, 
United 


a 


~ = 
tates 


problems but 


Court 


these 
Supreme of dec as 


x 


those | 
s, with particular reference to Staedler V. | 
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|such members being selected out 


Advisory Committees of the 

Section. However, at least 15 determination by 

assignments have been cleared |tee that reasonable doubt does 

| through the State Chairman of | exist very frequently leads to a 
{he Habeas Corpus Advisory denial of counsel in raising the! on 
Committee, including 6 from question which the prisoner de- | 
Essex County, ! from Camden sires to raise before the Court. 
County, 3 from Monmouth While the Rule only provides 


/County, 2 
|}2 from 


Report of Junior Section Habeas Corpus 
Advisory Committee 


In the course of the past year, | thorough knowledge of the pris- 
many assignments of counsel to|oner’s problem and this is im- 
represent indigent prisoners | possible with respect to such 
have been made from the mem- | inquiries. 





bership of the Junior Section A more serious problem has 
of the State Bar Association troubled the Chairman of the 
under Rule 1:12-9 (d). Accurate Committee and the members 
statistics are not available oN with whom the problem has 


been discussed, and that is the 
precise extent of the role of the 
Committee member in determin- 
ing the existence of reasonable 
doubt within the meaning of the 
Rule. We are particularly dis- 
turbed by the — -judicial role 
which we are called upon to 


the number of these assignments 
because many of them have been 
made directly by the Court to 
various members of the Section, 


»f their usual turn on the master 
list by reason of their member- 
ship on one of the Habeas Corpus 


County, 
and 1 


Passaic 
County, 


that the 
is to make a 


from 
irom 


Union “preliminary 


habeas corpus, the trial court , were reported back to the Court 


The problem of gt in matrimonial law poses serious | from Mercer County. to determine the existence of rea- 
problems to the public, the bench and the bar | In the course of the past year, sonable doubt” the procedure has 
i i , 4 a ein 2 oe oe . - ja n umber of both substantive not been sufficiently regularized 
There is some hope in the fact that units of the ot and procedural problems have to assure that there is adequate 
bar and lawyers having specialized Knowledge and learning in | aris sen in connection with the | review by the Court of any find- 
this field from time to time come to grips with this vexing | work of the committee which | jing of lack of reasonable doubt 
problem. A recent example was the very wei! attended symposium | — rane vag onte an to by the Committee member. In 
offered by the Hudson County Bar Association at its September | ss dengan a vs mr whit a — -_ analysis 1% must be the 
é nae htc S cextiibiansirtea bn oaieale Sa een ____,, |SCOPE OF THE COMMITTEE’S | Court that bears the responsi- 
meeting on the problems of Migratory or Divisible Divorce”’. | WORK UNDER THE RULE bility. 
Participating in the discussion were two well qualified members | The Habeas Corpus advisory It is suggested that a confer- 
of the Bar and a hard working and able member of the judiciary. Committee operates under the | ence be held between represent- 
Last year the State Bar Association cooperating with Rutgers | {following provisions of R. R. | atives of the Junior Section, the 
Law School held a full day’s symposium on ‘Conservation of | 1:44-9 (d) es sicpannernee eiecagegie reugrrel and rep- 
, é a i ; é ee Where an indigent person |resentatives of the trial Courts. 
the Family The result was a much better understanding of | convicted of crime desires to] Perhaps if a regularized pro- 
SeVE Gifficult phases of the subject. | take an appeal, or to institute cedure were adopted where- 
she ; ; : : fe .., | proceedings to correct an il-|by applications first cleared 
For the benefit of those lawyers who are confronted with| jeoq) sentence or for a writ of |through the Court and then 
| 
} 
| 
| 


of the New Jersey court 

Staedler. 6 N. J. 380 (1951), and Johnson v. Muelberger, 340 U. S. 

581 (1951), is essential. Of special significance on this Subject | 
are also the 1948 opinions of the Supreme Court of the United 

States in Sherrer v. Sherrer, 334 U. S. 343 and Coe v. Coe, 334 | 
U. S. 378. in which it has been said the traditional requisite of | 
domicile was disregarded by the court. These two cases appear to 
have lessened the holding in the second case of Williams v. North 
Carolina, 325, U. S. 226 (1945) where the migrant plaintiff who 


an ex-parte divorce in a state not actually his domicile 
decree was void because the court lacked juris- 
tion to grant it. In the Sherrer case the first husband who had 
been defendant in a Florida suit, where he had appeared both in 
person and through counsel but made no endeavor to question 
the evidence of his wife’s alleged Florida residence, attempted 
ttack collaterally the Florida decree in the Massachusetts 
which state the couple had originally lived. The Massa- 
court allowed the attack, but its judgment was reversed 


obtained 


qgiscoverea the 





@) 











{ Supreme Court of the United States on the ground it 
to the Florida decree the protection of the full faith and 


of the Constitution. Under the Sherrer opinion the 
taith and credit are held to bar a defendant 
a divorce decree on jurisdictional 


£49] 
aUii 


attacking 


nts of 
laterally 
he court of a sister state where there has been parti- 





by the defendant in the divorce proceedings, the de- 

has been accorded full opportunity to contest the 

1 issues and the decree is not susceptible to such 

al attack in the courts of the state which rendered the 
However, we again caution our readers to review the 


1 of the Supreme Court of New Jersey in the Staedler case 


the concept of participation in the Sherrer case has 
imited ys 

. a true adversary proceeding where the parties are 

represented by counsel of their independent choice and where 


opportunity to make voluntary decision on the question 
as to whether the should be fully litigated, either 
he question of jurisdiction or the merits. * * * 


there is 


or nol case 


To understand this distinction it must be noted that in the 
Sherrer and Coe cases both parties had actually chosen their 
own counsel and were present in the court room. A scholarly 
discussion on Migratory Divorce appears in the August 1954 
issue of the American Bar Association Journal. 

Some aspects of divisible divorce were discussed in an article 


in the New Jersey Law Journal issue for April 8, 1954. It was there 


stated the doctrine of divisible divorce, introduced by two de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in 1948, is 
to the effect that a valid decree, although it dissolves the marital 
status, may or may not extinguish the obligation of the husband 
to t his wife as expressed in a prior adjudication. This is 


suppor 


apparently based on the premise that issues concerning alimony, 


support, custody and dower or property rights, as between hus- 
band and wife, are “divisible” from the marital status in certain 
circumstances. However, the author pointed out that in New 
Jersey our courts have not as yet had occasion to pass upon this. 

Here is a subject that might well engage the attention of the 
National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws 
The organized bar should also give more consideration to the 
advantages of uniformity in the interstate aspects of this branch 
of the law, and to the improvement of traditional concepts and 
procedures in our own treatment of those involved in the ever 
enlarging problems of family breakdown 













































play in this connection since a|little microphones that cons; 
the Commit-| tute the only visible evidence 


| the 
|address the court. They n 


Junior Section member | 
review 
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Illinois Supreme Coury 
Tapes Oral Argument; 










By Earle Benjamin Searcy bie 
Clerk of the Illinois Suprema § < 
Court roiC 

Springfield (ACCN) — Resuigf., 
accruing from the use, du ing i 
two terms, of a recently inf... 
stalled tape recording device gt. 
the courtroom of the LIinojt. 


Supreme court have convines 
justices of the high court 
the system is of marked 

Attorneys and others appeg 





ing pro se before the high coug 
are scarcely conscious 
presence of the four sSsensiti; 


the system. 

There are three small “mike 
the court bench and « 
stand from which att 


do not obstruct anyone’: 
but are barely discernible 
The three on the court 
will, among them, pick u; 
question asked by a justi 
ing oral argument; 
fourth on the table before 
the lawyers stand would 
be noticed, although it pi 
the voice even at a low conver 
tional tone 
The syste 


the 


an 


2m was tried 
September term 
four microphones in the 
room were wired to a 
mechanism, placed back 
court’s conference room 
Marshal Harry G. Newma ! 
sponsible for the oper ration of t 
system. 

A push-button control, 
the system is turned on C 
is at the finger tips of Chief J 


court's 










































































or the appellate court on his /in a formal way this indispens- tice George W. Bristow. A ie: 
application and on a showing able element of judicial review! ++. reel is attached for ¢ 
of reasonable doubt may as- | could be guaranteed. specific case that is to be ar 
sign an attorney or counsellor- PROCEDURAL PROBLEMS The chief justice operat 
it-law, as may be appropriate, As indicated above, no regular | system at will. or if oth i 
to represent him. Assignments procedure has been established | tices wish to have arguments: 
for these purposes and for throughout the State for hand- | corded, either in whole or Dal 
the purpose of having prelim- ling the applications referred to | they pass the word quietly alot 
inary reviews made to deter- the Committee. In some in- | the bench to the chief just: 
mine the existence of reason- stances the prisoner writes dir-|and the recorder is opened. Lz 
able doubt may be made from ectly to the Chairman of the} er. each separate reel is mz : 
Habeas Corpus Advisory Com- | Committee either in the State!lavailable to the justice 7a Til 
mittees organized by the Jun- or in the County. In other in- | wishes it. ; 
ior Section of the State Bar stances the State or County} While, under court rules, : ores 
Association.” Chairman is called upon by the | lawver must confine his oz cae 
In this connection two sub- Court to furnish the name of | argument to the substan 
stantive problems concerning the a committee member. It appears | | printed brief, very often hi 
scope of the work of the Com- that the latter is the procedure | planation of a point, wher 
| mittee have arisen: contemplated by the Rule and} | back. amounts to a clar 
First, the Committee has from should be regularized through-|and is valuable and hel 
time to time received direct in- out the State. | proportion. 
quiries from prisoners asking the In addition considerable dif- | The human equatic 
nswer to hypothetical legal ficulty has arisen, particularly | what it is. temporarily forzo:: 
questions which may be of future in Essex County, because of the | Sais ae ee as 
interest to the prisoner putting volume of the work load. The] tice jistens a playback 0: ° 
the inquiry but which are not of requests for assignment in| Opt gH rE | 
immediate concern in connec- Essex County have been so heavy | nitemasian of ice haere e 
ion with an application to be that a number have had to be | question asked by a. 
nade to the Court. The Chair- refused and persons assigned | the court and the law 
man took this problem up with from the regular lists because} wer. is there. ; 
Mr. Edward McConnell, the Ad- the members of the Committee| When the system was 
ministrative Director of the have all been engaged on pre-|at the beginning of the Sex: 
Courts. Mr. McConnell advised vious assi i 3. ber. 1954. term of the Sux | 
that the extension of the scope The difficulty has been en-| court. it was franklv an © 
of the Committee’s work was up hanced by the fact that a num-! ment. Now. it is justifvinz 
to itself to decide but expressed ber of the cases coming to} many times over. 1s 
the opinion that the Committee the Committee involve ap} deals | heard to ask: 
probably had enough to do with- which can only be handled by “How will I know 
put spreading itself beyond mat- counsellors. This, of course,}am be sing recorded or n 
ters referred to it by the Court. rther restricts the number of The safe assumption hoor 
Accordingly, the Committee iook sommittee members who are|the device is open ; t ni 
the position that it would not lable. Indeed, there appears! for during many da 
undertake to answer such in- > some anomally between | aroun it often 
qu except to the extent of the eo distinec- 
advising the inquirer that the ewe and Rule 1:12-9 (d) which} Record once Pl 
inquiry was beyond our function. r members | kent intact. availabi: 
For the future, in connection sslgnment to sourt. an they are faitniz 
vith this probiem, it certainly 1 behalf of in-/|their reproduction f 
does appear that the answering defendants cnclia seael ak ts eas 4 
of such inquiries is beyond th solution is the! that if the sy stem eee 
scope of the Rule set forth pre paration of separate lists|in the future as it I as beer 
above. Moreover the indiscrim- in each County of all members| ing th “site ype N 
nate answering of legal in- of the Section who are counsel- | gg ier ag er Su 
quiries directed to the Commit- lors and who are not from which ratane ne 
tee by persons wh are | appropriate assignments — 
strangers to mit tee be made. Since all mem- Committee have render 
and who do not in the of the Bar may be called salushie service in “the ac 
relation of attorney and client on for such service and since | jndicent prisoners, the £22 
to any member of the Commit- credit is given for this habeas! of the Committee ha 
tee is not desirable either from c and appeal work, this| ojearly delineated. As 
the point of view of the work 4 work no undue hardship| where the work load i: 22 
vad on members of the Com- ibers of the Section. che gic Pisin . gitaeed wt 
‘mittee or from the point of proposal indicates that ae : see mm ac ae 
view of furnishing sound advice the ulness of the Committee et . ee pe 
to prisoners. Sound legal advice as such as ar > , eS ae eomabdaeee 
I qd 1 uch as an aid to the Court — 24 Br 
can only be furnished upon a is limited. While members of the! (Continued on page % 
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Light hold the life estates in 
E and C and the bequest to A 
wid.” This is because the test- 
yor intended a_ substantially 
ual distribution among _ his 
Bizildren, and this would be more 
warly secured by holding that 
2 died intestate as to all his 
state. Under the “wait and see” 








Vincegfsctrine, however, no question of 


validity could be determined 


trine is accepted in an unquali-; 


fied form, the rule will have lit- 
tle restrictive effect. Property 
will be tied up more frequently 
and for longer periods. 

On the other hand, if the 
doctrine is adopted at all, I 
think it more likely that its 
operation will be restricted and 
a new method of determining 
lives in being will slowly be 
evolved. Thus, an attempt may 
be made to limit the lives in 


| specific piece of property pro- 


ductive because he lacks the cap- 
acity for that sort of thing, or 
because he has nothing to invest 
in its development. Or it may 
be that the existence of a re- 
mote future interest means that 
the possessory owner does not | 
wish to invest in the develop- | 
ment of the property because his} 
ownership may terminate on an | 
uncertain event. But he cannot | 
Sell it to a person who is willing | 
and able to make the property 





productive, because the existence |- 
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Federal Tax Notes 





By HAROLD KAMENS 

INCOME: In distributing the 
assets of an estate, taxpayer 
kept. in reserve in the estate 
various assets for contingent 
liabilities. 

Held: Taxpayer would be 
charged with, complete distribu- 


tion since the evidence of con- | 


tingencies was __ insufficient. 
Aaron, 22 TC. 
PROCEDURE: In litigation for 


1945, taxpayer endeavored to 


DISTRIBUTIONS: In order to 
purchase a home, taxpayer re- 
deemed stock in a corporation 
in which he was an officer and 
stockholder. 

Held: Redemption was equiv- 
alent to a dividend. Koepke, 
T. C. M. 10/11/54. 

CASUALTY LOSS: Taxpayer 
claimed a casualty loss on ac- 


/count of a hurricane, but of- 


fered little reputable evidence. 
Held: In absence of evidence, 


Va.ugintil B and C die. Thus we would of the future interest makes it Comm’s disallowance would be 





being to those named or implied prove the basis of certain assets 





h a Dog cogaact agergealgr in the creating instrument. That, marketable. | which issue had been decided | sustained. Oceanic Apartments, 
of an ld not be determined however, would seem to be a_ If, however, an equitable in-| adversely to taxpayer in 1944. T.C. M. 10/11/54. 
ensitiy ome lg esbehes Had eed vague and unsatisfactory solu- terest in a trust is involved, the Held: Taxpayer is estopped ACCRUALS: Taxpayer accrued 
const agree ae validiée of the pre- tion. As Lord Chief Baron Mac- trustee is almost certain to have from raising the same issue.| rental on premises it occupied as 
ence r+ ebacinte bequest of $100 000 donald said in _Thellusson v. a power to invest and reinvest. Fairmont Aluminum Co., 22 TC. a tenant, although on account of 
Soa vent tee diterinined until Woodford,” the first great case Indeed it is his duty to make the DEDUCTIONS: Taxpayer made uncertainties in the automobile 
gi , ~ in which it was determined that trust property productive. Hence,| various rental payments on/ business, the date of payment 
4 —— time. : : the lives in being need not be the existence of remote future equipment with an option to| was uncertain. 
* og I realize that it may be argued persons who take under the interests in trusts does not, as purchase at the end of a period.| Held: Rent was properly ac- 
negmat in none of the cases Ihave creating instrument, “The length a rule, make property less pro-. Held: Rental payments were | crued. Grand Avenue Motor Co. 
a the property tied ol sate of time will not be greater or ductive or reduce national in-!in reality the acquisition of an|v U. S., D. C. 9/20/54. 
S VieW pan lives in being and twenty- jess . whether the lives are’ come. It is believed, however, equity. Breece Veneer Co.,22 TC.. CRIMINAL PENALTIES: De- 
a years under the “wait and those of persons immediately that there are other grounds for; FRAUD: Taxpayer, a corpora- fendants, indicted for criminal 
e” doctrine, and that the pre- connected with, or immediately restricting the tying up of pro- tion executive, caused the cor- | conspiracy, seek to secure evi- 


nt law permits a tying up for 
aacat period of time. But, there is 
) principle in the law that it is 


dence upon which the U. S. will 
try its case. 
Held: U.S. 


perty in a fund. 
First, it is good public policy 
to allow each person to dispose 


poration to pay various personal 
expenses, such as_ physicians’ 
bills, moving costs, etc. 


leading to that person in whom 
the property is first to vest: 


terms to which it is difficult to cannot be required 


e whiggeod ee to Pe me ye annex any precise meaning.” of his property as he pleases. Held: Fraud penalty would be to prematurely disclose its case 
a - hapa: bess (‘Bold face is author’s.) If the This policy extends not only to imposed. Lange, T. C. M. 9/30/54. U.S. v Klein, D. C. 9/30/54. 
senty-one years. 1s NOt g00d .ourts do work out a new meth- the present generation but to DEDUCTIONS: Comm. disal- DEDUCTIONS: Upon termin- 




















é : Hg. + ~ Mf aaa od of ascertaining the lives in future generations. If we are to lowed salaries paid to taxpayer’s ation of a trust, taxpayer paid 

g — ve — i ” . a being, it may mean years of un- permit the present generation to president as being unreasonable. the trustee $15,000.00 in com- 

a aon re ct gal . ople to 0 certainty and costly litigation; tie up all existing capital for an’ No evidence was offered by tax- | missions of which she seeks to 

rm. Tig 4 Me igi Aegan einer and when the law is settled, it indefinitely long period of time, payer as to reasonableness. deduct $9,000.00 as an expense 

ur ag asi — es a rough will not be the rule against then future generations. will Held: Comm. disallowance of conservation of the property. 

Ta > y 2) W . o ati 7 . Son Jig . ; q 

ai Sas ede 2 ee perpetuities. have nothing to dispose of by would be upheld. Vita Food Held: In absence of proof, ex- 

nis Dew: sem ‘he rule Il will except what they have saved | Corp., T. C. M. 10/8/54. penses would be disallowable. 
Cou — ggg < soap Public Policy Back of the Rule! from their own income; and the ——— ——— a Borgo, 23 TC. 

-@pt. By the “wait and see” doc- sma. Ss > which eac nerati . yC . . ver j 
ee ee Mela te washed Against Perpetuities' property which each generation ABA Offers Services PROCESS: Taxpayer, in a 
noftmey ‘ IS push Veesieitean- Chinn ane Siitaa eta enjoys will already have been suit for refund of taxes, served 

‘ther in- S : : 
eee ee Re Sere OF ie) eat ce. ks dae ee | ee: 8 Se To Bar the Collector with a process re- 
enability. Moreover, to tie up divticaa aeaa tek aad Oia a dead. The rule against perpetu-| 4. american Bar Association. Guiting an answer in 20 days. 
1 wpersy for the period of the phe + im eigen so thi ities would appear to strike a ee es tee naa ieemee ia thee Held: Service was improper 
2, and then eventually to pro- against perp : ’ balance between the unlimited oe -- since U. S. was entitled to 60 
t a testator from doing what will be no great loss. It can be ,.. ganas American Bar Center at 1155 eee : spe 
pay ¢ : : 5 ‘ : disposition of property by the ‘i é . as days. Cotter v Lockenbill, D. C. 
wishes with his own property contended that the policy of the ; y East 60th St. in Chicago, is ex- hae 
Wi S own property are Eanes ...,. Members of the present genera- ibs 10/8/54. 
‘er all, would seem to be Yule is to prevent inalienability ,, : ap Bt . |tending to lawyers throughout 
ria ia Seah ad ani. re tion and its unlimited disposi- = ; OED Fe 
wacked by no public policy what- Of specific property, and that ,. ccnaiicaddia ; yen, ne country a cordial invitation 
’ : : a : : tion by members of future gen tia ae ; 
this policy is rarely violated by erations to visit this “headquarters of - 
C. Conclusions enero prea borat Post Second, by prohibiting too re- ba ee when they Berhang-Melillo & Co. 
- pafglf the “wait and see” doctrine CTeatea today. For most fu mote future interests in trusts, Eps : aa 
cenerall adopted. in my interests are equitable interests | i. stacnation is avoided Arrangements are going for- Certified Shorthand 

, -f ° ~, in trusts, and the trustee has a Seen Sem enees) eo ree ward to accommodate an ex 

ti 1, the common law rule * bs, s ig % When we say that a trustee has "* ‘ 

: perpetuities, in anything POWer to alienate the subject power to tiveuest anal ‘volumes. ek panded program of Association Reporters 

pee : : , Ally Uilili thes : + 1VeSst all I St, y ? . ; 

na e form in which we know ™@tter of the trust. Or if the do not mean that he can do any- activities and services. Whitney (Notaries Public) 


R. Harris of Dallas Tex., for- 





contingent interest in question 
























































cease to exist. If the doc- : ; .-.. thing he likes with the trust 
is a legal interest in a specific f 6 Fa Sie ates ,.. merly of the law school faculty DEPOSITIONS - MEDICAL LECTURES 
re Richards’ Estate. 283 M thing, such legislation as the und. ara aN akg ba Roney of Southern Methodist Univers- HEARINGS 
W. 657 (1938); Millikin ations Se ae ‘ Act® : it pose of it is extremely limited. plas aan a hie Uritine ws 
his ot itur v. Wilson, 343 Ill. 55, 174 Pennsylvania Price oe” permits! ss. cannot cive it away: he can- it¥, has assume is duties as “We Specialize in Quality” 
31) a . J> on P' 
\¢ i—_— 1 sale of an absolute interest in Rai Gory Sith : executive director of the Asso- 
ice of! a not invest it in new and untried | ~:~; ‘ , : 
4 property and the establishment enterprises. He cannot make a ciation. John C. Leary, law Jf 1007 Springfield Avenue £5. 4-1740 
tigen of a trust in the proceeds. As speculative tepeatweaik’ Sat wane — : gg a Irvington, N. J. 4-1741 
p.3) one pr f the “ws Pr Saawe gia tah E rd, Calif., will take office 
ery IITLE INSURANCE cor donne, ys ge improved real estate. As a essen 1 ‘oe Shration fg ~~ meee “ 
se c 4 . « 2 
sais oll oe 2 on ul Sas trustee, he a: a William Nelson Cromwell library 
cies inally me od gs limited to investing in first which will ‘serve as a alent g 
Se eats oie Wie WAS oe ? hia s s aloes 
AND ig Pers ‘o" mortgages and in seasoned hae e of legal iterator bar _ — S S E X 
nee Cc yt a ‘ se > ar as- 
we in tae, ie itangail stocks and bonds. Yet if society senior tis ie aa a 
st ag st - : g U ” S, ¢ C= 
; SEARCHES “a it vig ae ita reper et Se SOVIE, SOMERS eee ports on aa anak: of law 
f Sap ne mig gat a a take risks by putting capital in ae saa aha ieaneaiines =. FINANCE & FACTORS 
E Y hUFLnES a eprint lity OF new enterprises. Somebody must ie ins le songs righ age : 
In All of specific land. The early English jnvest in the development of in- resident Loyd Wright an- CORPORATION 
n ° cases dealing with the rule dustrial use ¢ atomic energy nounced plans to increase the 
Ss ses Ji AUUL = ‘ P P P 
acticallv 1 involve ec ine) a ; : Association’s services C its 
ew Jersey, New York practically all involve contin Somebody must put capital into) “S0Cauons = s es to its 
, "| gent lezal interests in particular , : ; members through the Center. . . oa . . . 
a. gent legal ; I ar jet propelled transportation. If) 2s. = | -’ | Specialists in Financing 
Penns Iva I d pieces of real estate. There can *), ; eas ; Office space and stenographic ‘ 
y nia an Pi€Ces ip eels cre Can all the world’s savings are tied| ~< op - 
be little doubt that sound public}. 4t. ecthtnth vacteia ,| services will be provided for 
Ser c ticut 3 eee ey up in trusts which restrict the; ~~... ; ; A 
onnectTicu policy is violated by rendering .... as funde ta th Rae a visiting members needing them. 7 
Sur eta SA eae nial use of funds to the conservative poe ee a eat ; ee ee Tae A t R bl 
specific tangible things inalien- )a:tern set up by a by-gone plea — —_ — ccounrs necelvabdie 
bl t 5 t rc pr isi- i ‘ W 2 > e of the 
ine CHELSEA TITLE and able. It means that pro operty is era. who will finance the Colum- san -_ ma ving _— eread " the 
- ‘fi less productive, and the national ,..¢ ciel : ye Association as a special accom- nventor 
Zz ses. Th esso ee Se eee modation. The facilities of the 
GUA income decreases. The possessory Furthermore, to meet the see ae ° 
owner may not wish to make 4 (nanging and unforeseeable ec library and reading room will e Machinery 
A aa 4 ov ons . ~ 
——————— 5s ye 43 $ each be available after January 1. 
MAIN OFFICE: 3. 11 Ves. 112 at 137, 32 Eng. Rep. 1030 Onomic conditions of eac 8€N-| an Information Service also is 
Soordwalk National Bank Building 1. For a discussion of the rationale of eration, there should be some being established to assist mem- 
axe against pernetuities, see 4 Propertu free flow of property between) .~~.°> ~~~ ‘ noe 3 Brokers Protected 
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DEPOSITIONS - GENERAL REPORTING - HEARINGS becomes rampant, so that th] 


amount of trust income deter-! 
mined by a dead hand becomes | 
inadequate, the beneficiary can-!] 
not use the capital of the trust. | 


Other policies back of the rule, | 
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prevents undue concentration of 
wealth. On the other hand, it 
has been suggested that, if there | 
is any law of survival of the 
economic fittest, a restriction on 
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Page Six 
e | | 
The Rule Against Perpetuities : : Forum To Study Trial | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES J 
(Continued from page 5) If these reforms are thought Practice In Injury Cases | DEPARTMENT OF BEATE. _ ESTATE OF FEREDERICK ais. es ae 
—— | to be insufficient, and it is felt —— | 70 Sit to whom these srasnie mop come,| SPREITZER domacd te © 
the tying up of trust property is that the common law rule New York Supreme Court| (ities. 1 4, t atisfaction, | SAI - E 
necessary to make it work. against perpetuities is too deeply Justice Arthur D. Brennan will ia o, alithentic at Td of the proceed: | th. ‘SE. 
Judicial opinion has always encrusted with the ashes of a Preside at an all-day mcg b = auimous« 1 "the ‘stock: of 
favored the application of the dead feudalism, then I suggest Forum on trial tactics ad oe deposited” tp “DIN Nt “ i 
rule against perpetuities to bene- that a new restrictive rule be Personal injury actions on | 4,°orveration of this State. aed 
ficial interests in trusts. Indeed, considered with an entirely new December 4 announcea by the gi BOP. ng ¥ 
it never seems to have been approach. What I have to say Practising Law Institute of New | herein an d in cl sarge “here we 
doubted that a power in a approach. What I have to say in York. Sessions will be held at) a ole g if, mer f 
trustee to invest and reinvest that regard should in no sense be the Hotel Statler, 9:30 a. m. to} {?! Teeter’ Sa Rev, 4. 4k = 
does not take the beneficial in- More study of all its implications ° P- ™. M eretary of |e 5 
terests of the trust out of the should be made before it can A panel of expert trial attor-|: “dia on the | ROE Baer 
tule.“ Even when statutes pro- be determined whether it is a neys will analyze courtroom! . 4 di ty) CHANGERS ca ? 
hibiting the suspension of the feasible substitute for the rule. I strategy and techniques in deal-| in. *riting to fie dissuiut sd attester ,gpavent fs hx Sg 
absolute power of alienation gm merely suggesting that its ing with typical problems. The | ther a the record | mer! n i be 
are involved, the same conclu- possibilities should be investi- panel members are Emile Z.|  e 
sion has been reached,” though gated before we decide to adopt Berman, James Dempsey, A. % 4 
a literal interpretation of such the “wait and see” doctrine. Harold Frost, Frederick M. Gar- } 
statutes might lead to the oppo- The real difficulty which the field and Isidore Halpern, all a ta = 
site conclusion. ‘ ih Gre Cas : and Steeteies 1* 
rule against perpetuities seeks Of the New York Bar. EDWARD ‘J. Si laa d 
ii to eliminate is the inalienability The plaintiff's and defendant's 25, Dec. 2, 9 __ $12.50 s @ 
What Should Be Done About It? of present interests, not future tactics in jury selection, opening, STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 
It must be conceded that much jnterests. Vested as well as con- direct and  cross-examination CERTINICLED OF GCIBG DION oe 
of the discussion so far hasS,tingent interests may tie up and summation will be studied To ail, to whom these oresents may come, | ; 
been negative. While I do not! property. The only present in- on an advanced level. Practical WHEREAS atisfaction | ni y 
approve of the “wait and see” terests which are freely market- approaches used by successful } ings for =  teamaee | ae ’ 
doctrine, I recognize that the able are absolute interests in trial lawyers will be discussed ; ne stock: | i 
evils which Professor Leach has land, chattels and intangibles, and techniques explained iN} 4 airnorat; aay | bli 
so dramatically portrayed in his terms of years in land, and the short talks followed by panel pone © ete Mees, ee 
article do exist. Just what should reversions and remainders sub- discussion. Written questions | "E. Ruback. | [0t 
be done about them, I am not’ ject to such terms. Property held submitted in acivance will be) i: rs | fe 
sure. in trust, determinable and other answered during a _ luncheon 4 Ie. 
It may be desirable to proceed qualified fees simple, life estates, meeting and at the end of the Mangia at Dial | tive feet 
with legislation of a very specific , aS well as all legal and equitable program. sate of the Gime af dae See be et SECOND 
character, to take care of each estates subject to executory in- The tuition fee including the STE, tmt Be Meld sorporeton. aid. ea tme| ae Be 
particular situation which has terests, are unmarketable, and jineheon meeting is $15. Regis- mmsent | ant Wester 
perennially caused trouble—the may be said to be practically in- tration and inquiries sleelad be the stockholders | Pri Str 
“unborn widow” case, the “fertile alienable. I would, of course, -.n+ to the Practising Law In- a in wow oa ba feo wing 
octogenerian” case, the adminis- place no limit on the duration of stitute. 20 Vesey Street, New 4 HEREOF, 1 | <a! seat 
trative contingency. I alsc ap- fees simple absolute and terms yp). 7 Ny. i my hand and af- | < Wi 
prove of Professor Leach’s sug- of years. But I would consider : ay of No : t 
gestion that we provide for a prohibiting the creation of a de- possessory interests. Rules for . | Bi 


cy pres doctrine, applicable to 
private trusts, which will per- 
the court to remold them 


mit 
when future interests are in- 
valid under the rule. 
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{limiting period, 
| years. 


feasible interest or a trust estate 
which might continue to be such 
for longer than a fixed period of 
time, determined as of the in- 
ception of the interest. The per- 


|iod might be lives in being and 


twenty-one years, or if some 
other period be thought more 
desirable, that could be the basis 


of the rule. If an instrument 
provides for the objectionable 
kind of limitation, neither the 


present interest nor the future 
interest following it would neces- 
sarily be void. As to a determin- 
able fee, fee’ simple subject to 
a condition subsequent or to an 
executory interest, the fee simple 
would become absolute, if and 
when the event named in the 
special limitation, condition or 
executory limitation had not 
happened by the end of the 
say twenty-one 
As to trusts, they would 
be terminated at the end of the 
period, if the provisions for their 
termination had not already 
taken effect. Gifts over would 


| have to be rewritten in the light 


of the earlier termination of 
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ing an appeal. 
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The Supreme Court of New Jersey, in the interest of re- 
ducing the cost of taking appeals, in last September’s revision 
of the rules permitted the printing of Briefs and Appendices 
The above captioned saving is a true 
one, there being no difference between the quantity of matter 
contained on a page of our work and that of the conventional 
Additionally, our work is not to be confused with 


“duplicating”, 


As the originators, promoters and only practitioners of 
this method in the New Jersey 
6'!5 x 91, format, may we urge you to take advantage of this 


substantial and significant saving the next time you are tak- 


Joseph B. Tobish 


52 WEST STATE ST., TRENTON 8, N. J. 
EXport 4-4645 - 3-6942 


*“multigraphing™, ete. 


state courts in the regular 


Printing 





this purpose could, no doubt, be 
developed. And in cases not with- 
in the rules, a sort of cy pres 
doctrine for private trusts, such 
as has already been referred to, 
could be employed. 

I realize that to modify the 
provision for the termination of 
an interest as stated in the 
terms of the creating instrument 
is bound to cause difficulty. But 
the problem is much the same as 
that which has’ been en- 
countered for over a century in 
applying the English Thellusson 
Act” and its American counter- 
parts. Moreover, legislation has 
already been enacted in some 
states permitting possibilities of 
reverter and rights of entry for 
a limited period of time and 
invalidating provisions for a 
longer period of time, only as to 
the excess.” 

Finally, legislative reform in 
this area of the law should pro- 
ceed only after thorough study 
and careful deliberation. There 
are times when it is better to 
“bear those ills we have than fly 
to others that we know not of.” 

The patch of American legal 
history is strewed with the 
remains of unsuccessful substi- 
tutes for the rule against per- 
petuities. Let us not throw off 
the restraining yoke of the rule 
before an adequate substitute is 
found. 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: November 1, 1954/ SUPERIOR COURT OF T 7 NE 2RSE 3 : cE SRS 
a pDEPARTMENT OF STATE y MODESTINO LEO, deceased CHANCERY DIVISION DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
| CERTIFICATE “OF “DISSOLUTION to the order of SAMUEL COUNTY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
aii to whem these presents may come, Surrogate of the County of Esse DOCKET N '-2220-5 1 T j " sents c T “to. whon sents. " 
reeting: surt : | Saees KET NO. ¢ To all to whom these presents may come,| To ali to whom these vresents may come, 
SHEERS. It appcare ty na ? made. on the application of “the THE STATE OF NE Ww. TERSEY: TO— Greeting: Greeting: 
duly authenticated record of the ‘proceed: || igned. Administrator of said deceased, | HENKY ZYWERT, JOSEP MIKOLAJCZYK.| WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
; for the voluntary disscluties © mn , 18 ere 4 outa to t ph te of ao ESKA MIKOLAJCZYK, BOLES- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- by Guly authenticated record of the proceed- 
the unanimous consent of all the stock. aid deceased, ys exhibit to e Ce scriber AWA MIKOLAJCZYK, WERONICA OR-| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | in for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
cee decnmibeal 4 “par u u inder oati or affirmation, their claims and CHOWSKA also. known as WERONICA | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by. “the unanimous consent of all Lee stock- 
pee ‘JAEHNIG AND demands against the estate of said deceased, ORCHOWSKI REGINA UPEOW SE. holders my office that | holders, deposited in my office th 
iN Uk POR ATE “ : Within six mouths from | this date, or they Jt ISEPH | RUTKOWSKI also known as POL I -TY COMPANY OF | BRONZE AND GRANITE MEMORI “ALS, INC. 
t ; s ees . barred from prosecuting or JOSEF RUTK* WSKI. ROZ: AL IA L, MIK- IRVINGTON, N. J. |} a corporation of this State. whose principal 
; z same against the subscriber. OLAJCZYK -ADYSLAW MIKOLAJ- | a corporation of this State. whose principal | office is situated at No. 9 Clinton Street, 
r i : ee ( PH LEU CZYK, J ANI N. ty MIKOLAJCZYK, LEO- | office is situated at No. 14 South Park Street, | in the City of Newark, County of BPssex, 
Pas aay IEBMAN, Attorney KADJA ILEBOWSKI, STANISLAW | in the Town of Montelair, County of Esser: | | State of New Jersey (Nathaniel Kessler, 
ae the exent thercin end ft Avenue KOLA ZAK. WLADYSLAW MIKO-| State of New Jersey (Uldric L. Fiore, | being the agent therein-and in charge thereof 
3 Whom process may be rse] Le ee KN ARI: ANNA MIKOLAJCZYK being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | upo n whom process may be serv has 
splied with the requirements of 7 L.J Nov. 11, 18, 25, Dec. 2, 9 GENOWEFA | TKA, GREGORZ PIET- | Upon whom process may be served), has | complied with the requirements of e 14, 
hate % = ee 14, KA, I LW HAUKE ty complied with the re > f l | Corporati Gene Revise te 
' tiuns, General. of Re 3 . ( \ g I ith t requirements of 1 orporations. veneral, of evised tatutes 
preliminary Dated: November 3, 1954 HA KE, ALINA ORCHOWSKI, rations, General. of Revised atutes | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
3 s E UF CHARLES GROSSMAN, de- ISLAW ( WSKI, JADW IGA “Ne w Jer preliminary to the issuing | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
~- d Ky LIAN BRZECKI, this Certificate of Dissolution. NOW. THE REFORE, I, the Secretary of 
rder at SAMUEL 8. IMIERA_ Zé GABRYEL ZAWAL, NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
: the ( unty of Essex, El GENIUS. _MIKOLAJCZYK, TADEUSZ | 5 » of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
JERS application of the wae LYK OZA KOWALSKI, IG- | rtify that the said corporation did, on the | Fifth day of November, 1954, file in my 
4 oa said deceased, N LSI and STANISLAW A hird day of November, 1954, file in| office a y executed and attested consent 
the dissolution the creditors of MIKOL AJCZYK | my office a dul y executed and attested con- | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
‘oan. nisl bs all che to the s sent in i to the dissolution of said cor- | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
said consent and their 1 cuted by all the stockholders | thereof. which said consent and the record 
if euedinnke aforeuaid ave to of ual 4 deceased, Abs ts nd required to| t which said consent and the record | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
of fice as provided by law this date, or they u YLOD, plaintiff's | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | in my said offi s provided by law 
2 re sTiMon) a Bt oe ? Soiiet ienmeentined ee ess is 744 Broad Street, | in my said office z provided by law. IN TIMONY WHEREOF, I 
:@ 5 hand « . “| fF >» ga against the subscribers. New Jersey, an an- | IN T IMONY WHEREOF, 1 have hereto set my hand and af- 
bs by a GRUSSMAN i aint filed in a have hereto set my hand and af- | fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
7 . IAN ( SILVERSTEIN N 2’ WERT is fixed my. official seal. at Trenton, : this Fifth day of November, 
i 7 os LVERSTEIN, Attor ; t als, are A this Third day of. November, | (Seal) A.D., one SEerens nine hundred 
: i ! . 1g in the Superior Court of | (Seal) A.D.. ~ thousand nine hundred and fifty-fo 
a ‘ ‘. ) days after November and fifty-four EDWARD 7 PATTEN 
re } 18. 25. Dee. 2. 9 > of ch date. If you EDWAK D J. PATTEN Secretary of PE p 
y ¢@ v 8, 25 $12.80 | - ee ) e relief * demanded in the _ Secretary of State. L.J.—Nov. 11, 18, 2% $12.80 
* 1 2 2 plaint be taken against you | L.J.—Nov. 11, . 25 $12.80 
~ a ; “ LAKT en will s tior as been instituted — —— j STATD OF NEW JERSEY 
“ rater ( ) 5 J ( Court livisior ce » 
q OF FRANK Me OTT. “de : Desanba ry nises cad john Mite Dated: pegtee 1, — CERTIFICATE! OF | Oe eaae TION 
4 _ to amume i irvinaton. County rz enna « | To all to whom these presents may come, 
3 Vay Neil Stat f New ersey, iec } ae bey Greeting 
J Essex, nd between the above named “A the aenkenan ae WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
+ , as his heirs at law or ; istrators of said deceased. | by duly authenticated r cord of the procecd- 
é - common of said ive the Grediter f | inxs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
ir thereof, according exhil sige Palabek ena] Ol | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
rig of the parties inter- to ex ie Geto etaiee peel holders, depesited in my office that 
ad 8 and t shall ae appear that ’ the ‘estate of zit deccunee | - _ Fut R NINETY, INC inet } 
. h 1 4 s Cannot be made Es - | wration of this State. whose principal 
2 r i the owners there- is from this date, or they » is situated at No. 490 Hawthorne Ave- 
g r Sar 5 “be sold and that ecover tl s rere yr \shagpat eames Ca in the City of Newar k, County of Essex, 
~ _ tle ND s ; such sale, after ‘ THOM ASE OU R KIN % a er. ; te of w Jersey (Joseph G. Finelli, 
STATE OF NE w JE RSBY and satisfe of ce state CLAR: t heing aoe a Zetlis <2 in and VA charge — pak 
Dint’ARTMB! STATE : : atte se DARBY & Me DONO GH, Attorneys lcomplias with. Aare Siren nts ad pitta it 
9 ti ( ATE OF DISson UTION -d of according i ah id steel Corporations, General, of Revised Stat ; 
r these presents may come, 5 .. tenements and Ps em Nov. 4. 21, 28: oh. tee 3 rf New ah y. Pap inary to the issuing 
= a t ed b : fo ae Nov. 4, . + ae ec. 2 of this f Dissolution. 
WHE RE AS, It appears to my satisfaction. | byt Sore hte aa ra = Now, THE 1: + FORE, I, Secretary of 
Dated: oy duly authenticated record of the proceed- | re known and STATE OF NEW ge RSE x State of the State New . Do Hereby 
es unt ary lissolution thereof 7 rington, New DEPARTMENT ( Certify that the did, on the 
Oy nt of alt the steak ; napa af CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL U TION day of , 1954," file in 
s | ‘ } ‘ To all to whom these presents may come, a duly execute d aa attested con 
s | ar nade defen Greeting Vriting to the ~~ »lution of said cor- 
Se ause you have WHE “RE AS. It appears to my satisfaction, m, executed by e stockholders 
s d a : € . title. lien du authenticated record proceed the f, which said canna nt and the record 
s of ‘ y real estate igs voluntary diss thereof | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
subscriber 2 : yy the ithe (dk - all the stock- | in my said office as provided by law. 
i iolders, deposited in my_ office } IN TESTIMONY WHERE OF. J 
FAIRMOUNT TOWERS, INC. | have hereto set my hand and af- 
a corporation of this State. whose principal fixed my official seal. at pelt 
s 1g OF $ ; ral, of Revised Statut h ight o office is sit whos at 17 eee oe 1 this ‘Twelfth day of November, 
S g lt 5 > ax s ber P ew Jerse inar S City of Newark. County o SSEX, (Seal) A.D... one sUSai¢ nine undred 
: RELTOR ) I S| oof mires oon oe issuing of New Jersey (Edward R. McGlynn, l f fe ze sa . — 
R LITWIN, N¢ OW, i hE | >. I, the Secretary of sas ¢ the agent therein and in charge thereof. PATTEN, 
St Georges te of the State of New Jersey, pe Hereby | ! k. bees whom process may be prutle a. State. 
a P t said e - | te ae Sie ke the requirements of 14 itle 4.1 LJ 2 $12.8¢ 
‘ t. 28. Nov. 4, 11, 18, 25 i ae ig a bi nd sibs al eda .o General. of Revised s | ee 
——___- rs pols pom ? : ; DP ee soca be te preliminary to the | on 
ss Heist id a neapes canna | 1; B leslawa — if e of Dissolution. TrATD OF NEW JERSEY 
be all the: ateaiokteos + - ae NOW, THERFFOKE, I. the Secretary of | DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
“consent and the record r 1 O cause pede St the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 7 CERTIFI¢ ATE UE DISSOL UTION 
said are now on file | in auch si As ( = the ane ore ag te Bm the | *°, ae ae whom these presents may come, 
> ‘ » : plang aap) day of November, ) ile in| sreeti . . : bias 
1N TESTIMONY WHERBOF. 1] + Ist Joseph Rut. | my office a duly executed and attested consent | ,, WHEREAS. it appears to my satisfaction: 
cca g | have hereto set my hand and af- | Josef Rutkowski, be- ee se the aissor . ee gS for. the voluntary diss lution thereof 
seal, at Trento i e right of curtes BCeUCa Dy ny are ent 1 I t t tock 
h das. of Oetdher f ands to which dons which said consent and the record | ¥Y Ule ete a nt eye “ths i oreo 
Seal) A.D. ; isand nine hundred t is entitled; Rozalia | in my abies “avaiable a we is oes en me ol rou YDVE RYIISING, INC. 
¢ 39) ; TEN pee aoe pS IN’ TESTIMONY, WHEREOF, 1 ion t Whose principal 
+ adysiaw have hereto set my hand and af- Mice Is ’ Broad Street, 
1 , $12 20 pe E . Mik -e? leventh fixed my official seal, at enton I County of Essex, 
s —— ‘ - . Hag ajezyk, this Eighth day of November, . Bernste 
= : at 41 gis right RG Seal) A 2 . one thousand nine hundred marke Cher 
I litors of Eureka Savings and Loan | ‘a lysla : ryk, is entitled: Stas anita ae ican “of Tit 
2 f ark, New Jersey, age eokad Che t use yo 1 peers = EDWARD J. a ATTEN " ‘St es 
in botk eager A Stanis Pie ; we ecre aru or tate. a she a itag 
—_———s the Eureka Mi W cade Manet v 18, 25, Dec. 2 $12.80 Ake, issuing 
STATD OF NEW JERSEY URES 80 ‘ Pietka. be- STATE OF NEV secretary (Os 
UEPARTMENT OF STATE at vail petaonaibtonet se DEPARTME rah OFS TATI ¥. Do stereny 
IFICATE: OF DISSOLUTION "Savings and ‘ phic dhare. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL UTION Eee eee 
whom these presents may come, Savinas andl Star i Steet To all to whom these presents may come, bs tna ae 
y ave en en- . attested con 
REAS. It appears 10 my Corporation, | titled had } . Gregorz Pietka. be- Wine s : : PP \ v lissolution of said cor 
PER ita ec Se Ro 1 inder oath at the ause You ive = is te right of ‘curtesy = HEREAS, it appears to my satisfac tion atior aaa 2 the stockholders 
henticated record of th f E Loan Association the par ‘ , duly authenticated record of the proceed- poe ga 
the voluntary disso atir hs: Chaticaltae “Awes| Genowefd: Ptath - the voluntary dissolution thereof the ; ie 
sestice pd Paola J ge Ii Newark Jersey, within 3 months| Hanke, Halina ¢ t nimous consent of all the stock- | V' tie | — 
ONBOUND TRowapan jate ‘or be barred forever | and Kazimiera Z holders, posited in my office that lise ‘ 
S<ONBOUND TRANSPORTATION on ee . . anor hah ZINS WALLPAPER COMPANY, INC, ¢. 
: , COMPANY aa Associatic i Aiea ta a corporation of this State. whose principa Pox 
oration of this State, nha ssociation fice is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street , ' A.D 
t = onld i ahe survived: | inthe City ef Newark, Connty of Pssex, Seals ono “fhoueaua aime oO) aoe 4 are 
ne Hawke, | ave an inchoate | heing the agent therein and in charze i 
é ig rf do part of the lands to! npon whom precess may be ser EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Pcl nad Hauke, i8 compli with the requirements of Seeretory ¢ te. 19 
: wie ecause you | ¢ ions, General, of Revised ‘ sbuihdhs th a an 4 1e.5U 
a - s Je ree y. cy minary to the ae = 
0 5 Pe alina | of this ate of Dissolution STATE OF NEW_JERSEY 
¢ § pen NOW, THEREFORE I, the Secretary of DEPARTMENT OF STATB 
3 e ¢ ar tesy State of the State of New Jersey, Do ‘aoe CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
- . ta. . Sas $ ti your | Certify at the said corporation did. en the 7y aq t whom these presents may come, 
jitors Of | 7aws) | hs Fift th day of November, 1954, file in my 
4 subscriber | “**'. 8 of uly executed and attested censent 
Jaime and! ..... <<: . “ n g to the dissolution of said cor- 
: hse executed by all the stockholders 
» ‘ which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aferesaid are now on file 
e su ribe br n my said office as provided by law 
UNI “TR UST COMPANY IN nen gi WHE REOF., I 
r & DANZIG, Attorneys she have hereto set my hand and af- 
t : fixed my i : at Trenton 
his f soantt day of N I 
1 ay (Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred 
) thousand t and fifty-four. 
: i fitty-to EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
= WARD J. PATTEN Secretaru of State. 
retary of State. L.J.—Nov. 18, 25. Dec. 2 $12.80 
5. 25, De = $12.8 STATD OF NEW JERSEY 
a DEPARTMENT OF STATE Secretary of 
des > Vv yy CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
9F STA‘ To all to whom these presente nay come, 
a . DISSOLE TION Greeting 
oa ot chom these presents may come, WHEREAS, It appears te my satisfaction, 
tin s duly authenticated record of the proceed- lu 
3 pnears to my satisf ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof > gtockholders 
r ¢ n ord of the by the unanimous consent of all the stuck of the recor 
z holders ted in my office tnat f the procees now on file 
e ( AM REALTY COMPANY n my sa 
s a corporation of this State, whose princip#! IN 
ituatec No. 860 So ale ws nth have 
or - Count f tixed mv 
: < Han dler, this Nint 
the agent therein ‘and in charge thereef, | (Seal) . one t 
whom process may be served), has and fifty-four. 
4 ied with the requirements ef Title 14, LUWARID J. PATTEN, 
rations. General. of Revised Statutes Secretary of State 
$6.30 pr te of Diasol = the issuing I[.J N 18, 25. De 2 $12.8 
x4 bolnete: te o vissolution iil S17 t : > ERSEY 
-, E. i. the Secretary of fe ENE OF ete 
4. 08 \ i mired aia. ida CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
V said cor ves on on the, -, 2) 4, } hans eae mas 
ted day of <a : Py 54. La in my . ( irceting siestotaia " ea 
said : a her sae OP tape WHEREAS to my satisfaction 
ct ead GF, | be dls ant rd of the proceed: 
z 22 ther the record Pia cenaae shee gee ye eb 
f the a now on 4 7 
m AS saaet iene by law. l 
>. vided SSTIMONY WHEREOF. I “Orn eine ’ Ste Posiygh- areas = 
=. a IS_provic have hereto set my hand and af-| (i... =e ME see " hone 
x TIMONY official seal. at Trenton, Street 
set day of N m B > 
. srach 
(Neal) isand ne d -reof 
Bis v-four me 
s cys EDWARD J. PATTDN e 14 
2 A Secretaru of state. atute 
avecreas 4 R 5 LJ Nov. 18, 25, Dee . $12.80 issuing 
e a tion 
. ) : Dated: November 12,, 1954 the Secretary of 
rE, XY WITS: : 0 ESTATE OF MICHAEL (MICHELE) GIR- Jersey. Do Herebdy 
VES a. § RAC ARI I, deceased. t s ration did. on the 
. ‘ Sie ' r rursuant, to the order of SAMUEL S. day of November, 1954 file in 
attested ar I ate SAIBE of the County of Essex, a duly execute 1 and attested consent 
4. 3rd day a day the application of the ng to the lisso!ntion of said eor- 
pe ae e r 1 un ersigned, executor of said deceased. . exe all ‘the stockholders 
JUNT REALTY COMPANY z n to t creditors of iotice is hereby given to the credi of whic 1 consent and the record 
Renae t t t subseriber 3aid deceased, to exh#bit to the subscriber f said are now on file 
= ae Soe eS air t t r claims and oath or affirmation, their claims and nm i as provided by law 
a sent tat f said deceased, ls against the estate of said deceased, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
ax © ate six months from this date. or they have hereto set my hand and af- 
r will be forever barred from prosecuting or “1 my official seal. at Trenton, 
P NTRAUB & STEIN sry ‘e recovering iss! ce peel co subscriber - : Fight + day : of November, 
: = ec arpa RANK J. CAVICO eal) », one thousand nine hundre 
At A f a ~ yunt Realty Company, HOLLA NI JOSEPH STEINER, Attorney nd_ fifty-four . ~~ 
vA R Strect rd. Place 17 Academy Street EDW. ARD J ae TEN 
5° 7 ; +t. 4 5 ewar . i. a a ecretarw ¢ t 
$7 1, 18 $19.84 28, Nov. 4. 11. 18. 25 L.J.—Nov. 18, 25. Dec. 2, 9. 16 L.J.—Nov. 18, 25, Dee " $12.80 
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of the Committee Chairman has 
been largely the writing of let- 
ters of referral, with occasional 
suggestions as to procedure, and 
some screening as to the proper 
County of assignment. The same 
thing might be accomplished 
more expeditiously by direct 
referrals from the Court, which 
has the authority to enforce its 
assignments. 

These remarks are not meant 
to suggest the immediate aboli- 
tion of the Committee, but ra- 
ther to indicate the need for 
further delineation of its func- 
tion in the light of experience, 
keeping in mind that the pro- 
gram is still only an experiment. 

One serious problem, however, 
demands immediate attention, 
and that is the question of ex- 
penses. Those of our members 
who have undertaken cases have 
given selflessly of their time 
and energy. But most of them 
have also been faced with sub- 
stantial burdens in out-of-pocket 
expenses, such as_ transporta- 
tion expenses in _ interviewing 
prisoners, telephone and steno- 
graphic services, and the like. 

In addition, in appellate cases, 
while Rule 1:2-7 provides for 
waiving of filing fees and the 
like, it makes no provision fo! 
the costs of a transcript. This 
a serious defect which has 
impeded the prosecution of mer- 
itorious appeals where the trial 
record of any substantial 
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Report on Bingo-Raffles 


length. If justice is not to bé de- | 


nied because of lack of financial 
means, some solution must be 
found to this problem. 

Allied to the expense problem, 
is the burden of interviewing 
prisoners. Most of the prisoners 
are either in Rahway or Trenton. 
In many cases arising in coun- 
ties distant from the prison it 
is unfair to ask the attorney 
handling the matter to journey 
to the prison to interview his 
client. On the other hand, 
sufficient number of Committee 
members have not been avail- 
able in Mercer and Union to do 
this work for the entire State 

One possible solution, 
pense money can be obtained, is 
the assignment of some of this 
work to law students at Rutgers. 

In any event, the aid of law 
students can be very helpful in 
many cases, and a conference 
was had in this connection be- 
tween your Chairman and Dean 
Tunks of the Rutgers Law School 
together with Professor Moran 


and Professor Knowlton on 
November 11th, 1954. Dean 
Tunks pointed out that lists of 
Rutgers students resident in 


each County have been furnished 


assis Judge 


to each nment as 
well as a master list to the 
Administrative Director for use 


in connection with assignments 
to attorneys representing indi- 
zent criminal defendants gener- 
ally. It was suggested that, after 
appropriate clearance with the 
Administrative Director, on- 
ments from these lists could be 
made on request to the Court 
from any member of the Junior 
Section handling a case for the 
Habeas Corpus Advisory Com- 
mittee. 

In conclusion I want to 
press appreciation for the work 
done by the members of the 
Committee throughout the State 
and particularly to the follow- 
ing who have assumed tasks of 
some difficulty: 

James D. Aiken-Camden 
I. Lloyd Gang-Passaic 


assl 


ci~ 










Myron W. Kronisch, Burre 
Ives Humphreys, Daniel Leff, 
Robert Leff, Lawrence Liber- 
man, Paul Greenberg-Essex. 
Samuel Carotenuto, James N. 
Dempsey-Monmouth. 
Respectfully submitted, 
William Rossmoore, Chairman. 
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Chairman, 
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|reports of Bingo games received 
in its office through October 31, 


1954 showed that 
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had been played. The organiza- 
tions reported receipts of $4,602,- 


727.96. 
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